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APPENDIX A 

Applicant's arguments filed 6/17/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant first argues that the final rejection was improper because it failed 
to address the limitations of claim 4. Claim 4 requires that "the in-situ grown coating on 
each carbon fiber surface has a carbon-rich composition." However, the limitation that 
the fibers have a carbon rich composition is address at lines 5-6 in page 3 in both the 
non-final rejections and the final rejection. 

Applicant also argues that the there is support for the claim 33 and cites 
paragraphs 55 and 53 of the specification. However, none of the paragraphs disclose 
the claimed combination of both providing an after treatment and a providing an external 
pressure. 

While applicant is correct in pointing out that there is a strong presumption that 
an adequate written description of the claim invention is presented when the application 
is filed, that standard applies to original filed claims as set forth by applicant cited 
section of the MPEP. However, a reading of the next section that is right below 
applicant's cited section, namely MPE 2163 (I) B, the standard set forth is not the 
alleged "strong presumption" but rather if the newly amended claim is expressly, 
implicitly, or inherently supported in the originally filed specification. In the instant case, 
the specification provides none; specifically the claimed combination of external 
pressure and coating after the heat treatment. 

Applicant also argues that DiCarlo discloses a woven fabric but fails to disclose 
the claimed "architectural preform" having a "continuous-length." Claim 3 specifically 
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requires an architectural preform being at least one of a finite section of continuous- 
length multi fiber tow, or a "two dimensional textile formed fabric". A broad reasonable 
interpretation of the phrase "two dimensional textile formed fabric" is deemed as a 
woven fabric as disclosed and pointed out by applicant. Hence, DiCarlo does disclose 
an "architectural preform." 

Applicant finally argues that DiCarlo only treats the fibers and not the 
"architectural preform" and cites the last full paragraph of page 2. However, the first line 
of the paragraph preceding applicant's cited paragraph, it specifically states that the "the 
fibers that have been heat treated are subsequently woven into cloth performs or are 
heat treated in cloth form ." Hence, applicant's argument that the cited DiCarlo NPL 
fails to teach that "architectural preform" is not heat treat is found unpersuasive. 
Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carlos Lopez whose telephone number is 
571 .272.1 1 93. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8am - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steven Griffin can be reached on 571.272.1189. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Carlos Lopez/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1791 



